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Is a United Protestant Church Possible Now? 


Announcer: 
Everytime you hear that Crier’s 


bell, if you are a regular Town 
_ Meeting listener, you know what 


it means. But do all your friends 
and neighbors know? 
Strange as it may seem to you, a 


_tegular Town Meeting listener, we 
_teceive each week many letters 


from people who have heard 
“America’s Town Meeting” for the 
first time. This is a big country 
and not all of its many millions 
of people know what your town 


“meeting does each week. 


You modern Town Criers who 
are using the telephone to remind 
your friends of Town Meeting 
each Tuesday night are doing a fine 
job. This is one of the very sim- 


“ple things you can do to help build 


a well-informed public opinion in 
America, and in these times we 
need an informed public if we are 
to remain free. 

In the interest of good citizen- 


ship, be a modern Town Crier and 


tell your friends about Town 
Meeting every Tuesday night. 


Now to preside over our dis- 
cussion tonight, here is our moder- 
ator, the President of Town Hall, 
New York, and founder of ““Amer- 
ica’s Town Meeting of the Air,” 


Mr. George V. Denny, Jr. (Ap- 
plause.) 
Moderator Denny: 

Good evening, neighbors. Last 


week we discussed the question 
“Are Our Ideals Being Destroyed 
by the Machine Age?” Tonight, 
we turn to the question of religion 
and, of course, we mean organized 
religion. “Is a United Protestant 
Church Possible Now?” 

There are approximately 250 
different Protestant denominations 
in this country today with mem- 
berships ranging from a few hun- 
dred to nine million and totaling 
some 42,000,000 people. The Ro- 
man Catholic Church has a mem- 
bership of approximately 25,000,- 
000 making a total of 67 millon 
enrolled members in the Christian 
churches in this country. 

Our research file on church unity 


tells us that this subject is one of 
growing importance among the 
leaders and people of Protestant 
churches. Last summer in Am- 
sterdam, Holland, representatives 
of 141 Protestant and Orthodox 
churches met to deal with the 
question of church unity. But long 
before this meeting, one of the 
best known missionary-evangelists 
in the world today, Dr. E. Stanley 
Jones, who is to speak to us to- 


night, had been advocating a plan - 


of church unity which is being 
widely discussed in this country 
and abroad. 

Most of Dr. Jones’ missionary 
career has been spent in the 
Asiatic countries but he returns 
to America nearly every year to 
talk and preach. He has written 
13 books that have been trans- 
lated in over 20 different foreign 
languages. 

Because of the widespread in- 
terest in tonight’s question, we’ve 
invited Dr. Jones, Governor 
Youngdah! of Minnesota, Dr. 
Walter A. Maier, originator of 
the International Lutheran Hour, 
and Dr. Truman B. Douglass, 
Executive Vice President of the 
Board of Home Missions of the 
Congregational Christian Churches, 
to lead us in our discussion. 

So we'll hear first from Dr. 
E. Stanley Jones of the Methodist 
Church, now missionary to India. 
Dr. Jones. (Applause.) 


Dr. Jones: 
May I take my audience into 


4 


my confidence? This morning on 
awakening I found myself pry] 
ing that each of the four speak. 
ers tonight might put up his! 
case in the best way possible. 
suppose I could pray that prayer 
safely for I knew that Federai 


denominations with a commos| 
loyalty to Christ and not work} 


| 
| 


ing together simply doesn’t makq 


that necessity —I think all of us| 
Mr. Denny—but it’s a question oj 
how. 
convinced that Federaj 
answers that word “how. | 
do we mean by Federal 
Union of the churches? Federaj 
Union goes beyond the church} 
councils, good and necessary 4| 
they are, for they are advison| 
councils to sovereign denoming 
tions. 


I'm 
Union 


What 


It goes beyond federation, fal 
in a federation the constituent 
bodies are still intact, not suij| 
rendering their sovereignty to an 
thing beyond themselves. 


It goes beyond merger or amail 
gamation for under merger prok| 
ably not more than 20 or, at 


most, 40 per cent would begin tj 
| 


80 per cent outside the unios| 
That would not mean church unio 


; 


but a union of some churches—a 
_ larger denomination. 


But as far as merger can go, 


| we would approve it and commend 
it. It could go on under Federal 
| Union. 

_. By Federal Union, we mean a 
- corporate and organic union, just 


as the thirteen colonies dedicated 


' sovereignty to the union, retaining 
_ local self-government in the states, 


we would apply that: principle to 
the churches. There would be one 


'church: the Chruch of Christ in 


America. 
Under that one church there 
would be branches of the one 


'church—the Lutheran branch of 


the Church of Christ in America, 


the Baptist branch, the Episcopal 
| branch, the Nazarene branch. Those 


branches have dedicated sovert- 


'eignty to the Union. They are no 


longer churches but branches of 
the one church. 

Within those branches there 
could be local self-government. If 


any branch wants bishops it could 


{ 


‘have them but it could not com- 
pel the rest to take them as the 


price of union. The same with 


adult baptism by immersion. Each 


‘branch would be free to hold its 
distinctiveness within the Union. 


Between possibly 90 per cent of 


the branches there would be an 


interchange of members, ministers, 
and intercommunion straight off. 
If any two or more branches de- 


‘sired to amalgamate, they could do 


so under Federal Union. There 
would be that many fewer branches 


in the Church of Christ in 
America. 

The property could be held, as 
now, by the branches. Only that 
property created by the Union and 
for the Union would be held by 
the Union. 

The doctrinal basis we could 
make as simple and as profound 
as Jesus made it. When Peter made 
the great confession, “Thou art 
the Christ the Son of the living 
God,” Jesus replied, “On this 
rock”—on the rock of this con- 
fession—“I will build my church.” 

If a branch will confess that 
Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the 
Living God, we would say, “You’re 
on the rock.” And this is the rock 
which is beneath us all. To con- 
fess Jesus as the Son of God would 
include His Saviourhood—plus. 

We would ask the branches not 
to dim or compromise their 
characteristic truths, but bring them 
in and give them to the rest. 

The principle of Federal Union 
puts together two instincts: a de- 
sire for union with the whole and 
the desire for local self-govern- 
ment. It has worked within 
these United States producing an 
e pluribus unum—out of the many, 
one. 

The answer to the question “Is 
a United Protestant Church Pos- 
sible Now?” must be, “If you wait 
for union of amalgamation, no, 
it is not possible now.” But if 
you want a united Protestant 
church you can have it now. You 
can have it now through Federal 


Union. Proof? Well, out of audi- 
ences ranging up to 5,000, only 
a maximum of 11 people have 
ever voted against Federal Union. 
The people apparently are pre- 
pared for Federal Union now. 
(Applause.) 

Moderator Denny: 

Thank you, Dr. Jones. Well, 
there’s another point of view on 
tonight’s question. In fact there 
ate probably a great many more 
than we have spokesmen for to- 
night, but we’re going to hear 
another presented by a Midwest- 
erner, a man who was brought up 
in the far West, who now lives 
in New York, Dr. Truman B. 
Douglass, Executive Vice Presi- 
dent of the Board of Home Mis- 
sions of the Congregational Chris- 
tian Churches. Dr. Douglass. (Ap- 
plause.) — 


Dr. Douglass: 

I’m grateful to you, Dr. Jones, 
for giving your approval to the 
idea of achieving church union 
by merger wherever that is pos- 
sible. Where you and I differ, if 
we do differ, is on the question 
of whether enough branches of 
Protestantism can merge and do 
this soon enough to give us a 
united Protestant church now. 

If we put our question, “Can 
the Protestant churches unite?” the 
answer is very simple. The fact 
is that the Protestant churches are 
uniting. They have been uniting 
for the past century and a half. 

Last August, the representatives 


of 150 churches came together in 
the first assembly of the World 
Council of Churches in Amster? 
dam. But go back 30 years and the 
Christians represented by 15q 
churches last August were divided} 
into 180 church bodies. 1 
back a century and a half and the 
churches represented by 150 er 


nominations at Amsterdam wer« 
divided into 240 denominationa}| 
groups. 
Can the Protestant churches unite {] 
The answer to that one is clear 
They are uniting. But unity if 
qualitative as well as quantitative 
There is, I suppose, a certain kind} 
of unity represented by a collec} 
tion of beads held together on ; 
single string. There is a unity 0 
a totally different order in the om 
ganic unity of the human body} 
I'm much more interested in seein}| 
a section of Protestantism achievi} 
this latter kind of unity than ill} 
getting a large number of denon} 


i 


an 


inational beads on an organizal 
tional string. 

Dr. Maier, if I understand hi 
takes a dim view of the possibili 
of oes substantial Protest 


i} | 


Union, some of the loyalty noy| 
attached to the denominations cai] 


be transferred to a super-organiza- 
tion called the united church. 

I believe that the denominations 
ate precisely what is the matter 
with us. They stand in the way of 
a united church and so long as 
they continue to exist even in the 
subordinate or vestigial forms 
which the Federal Unionists allow 
them, they will continue to stand 
in the way of a united church. 
I think we’ve got to get rid of 
them if we are to have any real 
union and we might as well start 
out to do this from the beginning. 

It is my conviction, Mr. Denny, 
that a group of denominations rep- 
resenting at least half the Protes- 
tants in the United States are now 
ready to get out of the denomina- 
tional system when there is some- 
thing else to get into. They’re 
ready to give up their denomina- 
tional names and form one united 
church. 

Multitudes of the Protestant 
laity prove this by their actions. 
Thousands of them transfer their 
membership from one denomina- 
tion to another for purposes of 
convenience. They do this not be- 
cause Christianity is a matter of 
convenience but because denomina- 
tionalism is not worth any incon- 
venience. 

The denominations do not stand 
for the real differences among 
Protestant people. There are more 
shades of opinion and practice 
within denominations than there 
are between them. 

Our existing denominationalism 


rests mainly upon historic contro- 
versies which few of the laity 
know anything about, upon in- 
stitutional inertia, and, I’m sorry 
to say, upon a fair amount of 
human cantankerousness. 

In the newly formed Church of 
South India, people have come 
together across the major chasms 
which divide Protestants. They've 
not found it necessary to cling to 
their former denominational names 
and organizations. They have been 
able to unite because Christians in 
India know that they are up 
against something as they face the 
non-Christian society around them. 

Today the idea is dawning that 
the Christian church in America 
is up against something, too. It is 
up against competing faiths which 
are aggressively contending for the 
allegiance of men. The cultural 
and spiritual crisis which is to 
decide whether we are to have a 
continuing civilization rooted in 
the Christian faith and ethics is a 
life and death business. 

American Protestants are wak- 
ing up to this fact and when we 
come wide awake, we will discover 
that we can have and must have a 
united church now. (Applause.) 


Moderator Denny: 

Thank you, Dr. Truman Doug- 
lass. Well, it’s a good thing we 
have a layman on tonight’s pro- 
gram, and for this viewpoint we 
went to the State of Minnesota 
and invited the popular Governor 
of that State who is a member of 
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the Messiah Lutheran Church of 
Minnesota, has served on the Su- 
preme Court bench, and has long 
been a member of the Board of 
Administration of the Lutheran 
Church there. 

Governor Luther Youngdahl, 
we're delighted to welcome you to 
Town Hall and Town Meeting. 
Governor Youngdahl of Minne- 
sota. (Applause.) 


Governor Youngdahl: 

Dr. Douglass, I do not believe 
that we can achieve a united Prot- 
estant church under your plan of 
amalgatnation. Under the Federal 
Union Plan, as proposed by Dr. 
Jones, I believe that we can get 
both amalgamation, so far as it is 
possible to attain it, and a united 
Protestant church now. 

Dr. Jones reports that 99 per 
cent of the people in his audiences 
around the country, during this 
past year, voted for the Federal 
Union Plan. If the vote were 
taken in the Lutheran Church, to 
which I belong, I feel sure that 
you could not get 20 per cent of 
the people in favor of amalgamat- 
ing the church as suggested by Dr. 
Douglass, whereas I feel confident 
that an overwhelming majority 
would vote in favor of the Federal 
Union Plan as proposed by Dr. 
Jones. 

You observe that I indicate that 
a united church is possible now. 
I am convinced that we cannot af- 
ford to delay the necessary action 
for a united Protestant church. 


Today, civilization, by all known) 
symptoms, is spiritually ill. Onlyj 
a change of heart can prevent dis-} 
aster, and only religion can bring) 
this about, for it alone has the; 
power to make man see that he; 
can be different. It can put him 
in touch with a super force that} 
can produce a miracle, and it iss 
such a miracle that we so des- 
perately need if we are to remove; 
the insecurity, selfishness, and hatey 
which threaten the future with ca-| 
tastrophe. | 

To help meet this great task,| 
we now see hundreds of diverse} 
and often competing Protestan | 
sects or denominations. This situa4} 
tion has resulted in a tragically, 
unorganized Christian program. | 

As you know, in some areas, it| 
has meant too many churches, with} 
an overlapping of Christian serv 
ice. In other sections, it has re 
sulted in too few churches. In the 
mission field, we Protestants havé 
had so many competing denomina}| 
tional workers that the uncon} 
verted, in many instances, havé 
been confused and unimpressed by; 
our efforts. | 

It was said that there are nq 
atheists in fox-holes. Yes, in th 
midst of horror and fear of wart 


man must turn to God, but now 


that the crisis has momentaril 
passed, or so it may seem, we dé 
not find any great rush to join oul 
churches by these same people whg| 
prayed and relied upon a Supremi 
Being in time of danger. 

Even in our own land approx 


mately 50 per cent of the people 
are unchurched. Why? Could it 
be that many of these people are 
bewildered and disappointed by the 
lack of unity in the Protestant 
churches? 

We have long conceded that 
military victory can be won only 
by complete unity. We have failed 
to carry out the same effective work 
in conducting the greatest battle 
of all—the spiritual campaign 
against hate, greed, and selfishness, 
which lead to war. It is the one 
battle which, if won in the hearts 
of men, would make peace a liv- 
ing reality for now and for all 
time. 

How shall we unite? I believe 
the Federal Union offers a prac- 
tical plan which will work now. 

As you know, I have been a 
Judge for many years. I have had 
occasion to study intimately the 
great structure of our National 
Government. I have come to re- 


spect the fine division of powers 


under the Federal Union Plan, the 
system of checks and balances, each 


, State retaining the right to local 


self-government, with the people 
of the states relinquishing enough 
power to the Federal Government 
for the good of all. 

This system has worked for our 
Republic. It can bring union to 
the Protestant churches. It will 
enable us to preserve the rich 
variety of our religious expression, 
and yet make possible a united 
church. 

We cannot delay the formation 


of a united church. Dr. Maier, I 
do not believe that we will sur- 
vive delay. (Applause.) 


Moderator Denny: 

Thank you, Governor Young- 
dahl. Few radio listeners have not 
at one time or another heard our 
next speaker on the International 
Lutheran Hour. In fact, Dr. Maier, 
we hope that all your regular audi- 
ence is with us tonight to hear 
you discuss this important ques- 
tion with your other distinguished 
colleagues. Dr. Maier represents a 
different branch of the Lutheran 
Church from the one represented 
by Governor Youngdahl, and a 
different point of view. 

And now, Dr. Maier, we’re eager 
to hear your viewpoint. Dr. Walter 
Maier, of the Lutheran Church, 
the Missouri Synod. Dr. Maier. 


(Applause.) 


Dr. Maier: 

Now, let’s get one thing straight 
right at the outset. The millions 
who think as I do and for whom 
I’m speaking tonight, not officially, 
but nevertheless in the spirit, want 
a united Protestant church. We 
pray for it; we work for it; but 
we do insist that it be a true God- 
made, not man-made, united 
church. 

You’ve heard Dr. Douglass’ idea 
of an all-out, organic Protestant 
union, although he’s offered no 
specific plan whatever for action. 

You’ve listened to the outline 
for Federal Union as proposed by 
Dr. Jones and my very good 
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friend, Dr. Luther Youngdahl, 
who certainly ought to be on my 
side tonight. (Laughter.) 

Now my thought calls for spir- 
itual unity as directed by the Bible. 
This asks for a series of confer- 
ences on Christian doctrine, one 
embracing all the divisions of each 
denomination, and at the same 
time representing all Protestant 
churches. 

The discussions would start, not 
with the mistaken idea that Prot- 
estantism is now strongly united, 
but with a detailed study of the 
day and night differences that 
separate the Protestant churches 
when the term Protestant includes 
capitalists and communists, mod- 
ernists and fundamentalists, uni- 
tarians and trinitarians. Churches 
in which some preachers lift up 
the cross of Jesus Christ and others 
speak on “Bonga! Bonga! Bonga,” 
“Amos and Andy,’ “The Lewis 
and Clark Expedition to the Pa- 
cific Northwest’—actual subjects 
mentioned in our broadcast mail 
—are certainly not united. 

These Christian unity confer- 
ences should then systematically 
study what God’s word says in the 
matter of the disputed doctrines 
and adopt a scriptural verdict. 

These other unity programs you 
have heard set doctrinal problems 
aside as secondary. Dr. Jones ad- 
mits clearly “Federal Union does 
by-pass these problems,’ and I 
tell you Protestantism cannot sur- 
vive by such agreement to disagree. 

If it is to live, it must insist 


‘Living God,” for these words have} 
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or the full acceptance of every 
truth in Scripture. 

Christ declares, “If ye continue | 
in My Word, then are ye My dis- | 
ciples indeed.” He asks that we | 
“teach all things Wats Ooes I have | 
commanded you.” 

An outward union without in-|| 
ward unity must fail. These Chris- i 
tian unity conferences then should 
come to a full acceptance, not of || 
the social gospel, but of the saving |] 
gospel. It is not enough as you,|| 
Dr. Jones, propose that this be the |} 
creedal basis for the church union: 
“Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the}} 


been interpreted in conflicting and 
incorrect ways. They do not say—| 
and this is the climax of Prot-} 
estantism—that Jesus is the Savior} 
of sinners, the Redeemer of the} 
whole human race. (Applause.) | 

Justification by faith in Christ 


i 


together with its twin truth, the} 
inerrancy of Holy Scripture, arey 


the keystone and the cornerstone} 
of Protestantism. Neglect one o. | 


both and the whole structure} 
will fall into ruin. 
Finally, these conferences o | 


Christian unity should formulate 2 
detailed statement of doctrine, cov 
ering all essential teachings of 
scripture. This confession of faith 
should be acknowledged by the in} 
dividual churches and all denomin4 
ations as their creed. 

This will be a long, gradual 
process for you cannot remove 
overnight and by a few resolu} 
tions, a difficulty which has been 


{ 


centuries in the making. Nor can 
organization and super-organiza- 
tion, all purely human arrange- 
ments, alone bring the harmony 
we desire. 

The Old Testament prophet’s 
protest, “Not by might, nor by 
power, but by My Spirit, saith the 
Lord”’ still holds. Not committees 
and sub-committees, directors and 
executive officers, give the 
churches the guidance they need, 
but the Holy Spirit Himself. 

These other plans for uniting 
the Protestant churches really in- 
volve the creating of other eccle- 
siastical super-organizations which 
can encourage spiritual dictator- 
ship. We've seen that trend in 
this country. Give us a united 
Protestant church; I ask you to 
pray for it. But let it be fully 
and honestly unified in its ac- 
ceptance of the faith once given, 
rooted in the Bible, and climaxed 
in Christ, the Son of God, and the 
Savior of the world. (Applause.) 


Moderator Denny: 

Thank you, Dr. Maier. Well, 
we see why he’s on the radio. 
_ (Laughter.) And I’m sure that our 
television listeners—viewers—will 
agree that he did a pretty good 
job on television, too. (Laughter.) 

Well, gentlemen, come up here 
and join me around the micro- 
phone now and let’s have a little 
discussion among ourselves. We're 
going to start with Dr. Jones, as 
usual, the first speaker, who’s had 
several darts thrown at him here 
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this evening. He can talk back and 
heckle the speakers before we let 
the audience start heckling him. 
Dr. Jones? 

Dr. Jones: I want to suggest that 
in the finding of union, ultimately, 
we must also be able to have union 
in the presentation of union. We 
went across this country and, as 
far as we know, in speaking to 
many, many cities, we have never 
left a controversy behind us—a 
split. It’s been uniting in the pro- 
cess of trying to unite. 

I'd like to ask Dr. Douglass a 
question. He’s a member of the 
Congregational Church and they’re 
trying to go into union with the 
Evangelical Reformed —a simple 
union without complications from 
the bishops; there are no bishops 
involved. 

Now in that union—is that go- 
ing to split the Congregational 
Church, even on that simple basis? 
For instance, Dr. Richards came 
back from one of these conferences 
the other day and said this to me: 
“Tm afraid, if we go on with this 
union, we're going to split the 
Congregational Church.” 

Now, in the name of union, are 
you going to split a denomination? 
If you split it over a single, simple 
thing like the Evangelical-Reform- 
ed and the Congregationalists com- 
ing together and amalgamating, 
how much more would you split it, 
if you went out and tried to unite 
the church, as Dr. Douglass sug- 
gests in one of his articles, on the 
basis of episcopacy —having 


Bishops. Wouldn’t you then split 
every situation in which you pre- 
sented it? 

Dr. Douglass: The answer to 
Dr. Jones’ question must, of course 
be a matter of judgment because 
the proposed union between the 
Congregational Christian churches 


and the Evangelical Reformed 
Church is still before those two 
bodies. I do not believe that it 
is going to split either of the | 
denominations. I think that, be- | 
cause of the fact that it involves 
some crossing of some major de- 
nominational lines — systems that 
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EL! STANLEY JONES—Born in Baltimore, 
Maryland, in 1884, Mr. Jones is a gradu- 
ate of Asbury College at Wilmore, Ken- 
tucky. He also has a D.D. degree from 
Duke University and S.T.D. from Syra- 
cuse University. Since 1907, he has been 
an eyangelist to the high castes of India. 
He was elected a bishop of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church in 1928, but resigned to 
continue with missionary work. He is 

' the founder of two Christian Ashrams at 
Sat Tal and Lucknow, India 

Mr. Jones is the author c< many books. 
His book, The Christ of the Indian Road, 
has been translated into 20 languages. 
He has also written many articles for 
magazines such as the Christian Herald 
and the Christian Advocate. 


LUTHER WALLACE YOUNGDAHL—One of 
eight children, Luther Youngdahl was 
born in Minneapolis, Minnesota, in 1896, 
of Swedish Lutheran parentage. He at- 
tended South High School in Minne- 
apolis and went to the University of Min- 
mesota for one year. He received his B.A. 
degree from Gustavus Adolphus College, 
the Lutheran School in St. Peter, Minn. 

After World War I, in which Governor 
Youngdahl entered the Army as a private 
and was demobilized as a lieutenant, he 
returned to the Uniy. of Minnesota Col- 
lege of Law. Receiving his LL.B. degree 
in 1921, he served as assistant city at- 
torney in Minneapolis for a couple of 
years before entering the practice of law. 
He was appointed municipal judge in 
1930, and in 1936 was elected district 
judge of Hennepin County in Minneapolis, 
From 1942 until 1946, he served as asso- 
ciate justice of the Minneapolis Supreme 
Court. From this position, he resigned to 
run for the governorship of the state in 
1946 and was elected by a substantial 
margin. 

Governor Youngdahl was chosen ‘‘Min- 
nesotan of 1947’? by a poll of 1,000 busi- 
ness, professional, and civic leaders. He 
taught law for ten years at the Minne- 
apolis College of Law. He has been 
active in the Parent-Teacher Association, 
the YMCA, Big Brothers, Boy Scout 


Court of Honor, and other civic groups. 
He also is a member of seyeral Scandi- 
nayian Clubs and choral societies. 


TRUMAN BARTLETT DOUGLASS — Since 
1943, Dr. Douglass has been executive vice 
president of the Board of Home Missions 
of the Congregational Christian Churches. 
Born in Grinnell, Iowa, in 1901, he re- 
ceived his A.B. from Pomona College; his 
A.M. from Columbia; B.D. from Union 
Theological Seminary; and D.D. from 
Chicago Theological Seminary. 

Dr. Douglass was ordained into the 
ministry of the Congregational Church in 
1926. He served as associate pastor of 
Union Congregational Church of Upper 
Montclair, N.J., for four years; and of 
Pilgrim Congregational Church of St. 
Louis, Mo., for eight years. 

He has been an executive and member 
of numerous church and ciyic groups, 
and has contributed many articles to re- 
ligious journals. 


WALTER ARTHUR MAIER—Born in Bos- 
ton, Mass., in 1893, Dr. Maier has A.B. 
degrees from Boston University and Con- 
cordia Seminary (St. Louis, Mo.). He 
has an A.M. and a Ph.D. from Harvard; 
a D.D. from Concordia College (Unley, 
South Australia); and an LL.D. from 
Houghton College. From 1920 to 1922, 
Dr. Maier was executive secretary of the 
International Walther League. Since 1922, 
he has been professor of Semitic languages 
and Old Testament Interpretation at Con- 
cordia Seminary. 

From 1920 until 1945, Dr. Maier was 
editor of the Walther League Messenger. 
Since 1945, he has been a regular speaker 
on the Lutheran Hour broadcast by the 
Mutual Broadcasting System. 

During World War I, Dr. Maier en- 
gaged in relief work among the German 
prisoners from 1917 to 1919. In 1918, he 
was also camp pastor at Camp Gordon, 
Atlanta, Ga. During World War Il, he 
was a technical advisor to Military Goy- 
ernment in the Education and Religious 
Affairs Branch. He has written widely 
both for publication and for the radio. 


have been some distance apart in 
matters of forms of government 
it is a very good test case. Some 
of the basic problems that are be- 
fore the church, as it looks to 
union, are being threshed out here. 
There are discussions; there may be 
difficulties, but I am convinced, be- 
cause of the overwhelming support 
wherever the people of both de- 
‘nominations have had any chance 
|to express their minds, that it is 
| going to be completed and with- 
‘out any break in either of the 
“uniting denominatons. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, Dr. 
! Douglass Governor Youngdahl, 
you’ ve got a whole list ote ques- 
tions there, have you? 

Governor Youngdahl: Not too 
‘many, Mr. Denny. I have been 
‘thinking of one thing after that 
very fine statement that Dr. Maier 
presented. He stressed the matter 
of spiritual unity. Over a decade 
ago, I was on a committee as a lay- 
‘man to try to bring about a spir- 
‘itual unity and unity of doctrine. 
Even among the members of our 
Lutheran Church, it is discouraging 
and disillusioning to know that 
even now we haven't been able to 
attain it. How long are we to go 
on, I ask you? How long are we 
to go on even in our own Lu- 
theran Church without being able 
to achieve agreement on doctrine 
and unity? 

I think the Federal Union Plan 
will provide the atmosphere so 
that we can go on and improve in 
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the very fine thing of spiritual 
unity that Dr. Maier proposes. 

I would like to ask you, Dr. 
Maier, as one friend to another, 
how you think it is possible when 
we haven’t been able to achieve 
unity on doctrine, with the present 
set-up, that we could achieve such 
a unity with a broader denomina- 
tional field before us? 

Dr. Maier: In much the same 
way, Governor, that the Reforma- 
tion came. About 1500—that’s 17 
years before Luther nailed the 
Theses on the church door, the 
people were saying, “How long, 
how long? How long is this go- 
ing to last?” But they were pray- 
ing for this, Governor, and that’s 
what I haven’t heard tonight. 
We've got to have prayer behind 
this thing and God can change it 
over night. He can certainly put 
into the hearts within our own 
group a development of those fine 
things that are going on. Mr. 
Denny, I can report to you to- 
night that the Lutheran churches 
are much closer together than they 
were, let’s say, 25 years ago. So 
that this can come, first, by God in 
His time, and in answer to our 
prayers. 

Mr. Denny: Thank 
question, Dr. Douglass? 

Dr. Douglass: I think those of 
us who represent a different kind 
of union from the Federal Union 
suggested by Dr. Jones and Gov. 
Youngdahl, are at some disadvan- 
tage in this respect: That it is 
fairly simple to claim that the Fed- 


you. A 


eral Union plan is easy of accom- 
plishment because it has never yet 
been tried anywhere, and, there- 
fore, none of the difficulties have 
emerged. 

Now corporate union, or this 
actual merging of denominations 
has been tried and accomplished. 
It has been going forward for 
some time. 

I wonder if Dr. Jones feels 
that in his thinking about the 
Federal Union Plan, the types of 
difficulties that may be met have 
been tested out, as far as their so- 
lution is concerned, in any of the 
efforts dt unions which have pre- 
ceded. 

Dr. Jones: First of all, the Fed- 
eral Union Plan has been under 
operation in our country, and it 
has produced the most united 
people on earth—a union out of 
diversity. Because we haven't 
adopted it in a world situation, 
in a larger situation, doesn’t say 
that it won’t work. We believe 
that it will work. 

The fact of the matter is that 
none of the other plans have been 
tried out on a total scale. There- 
fore, we're all on the same basis, 
namely, union by amalgamation 
among the Protestants has not 
been carried out, except on a very 
limited scale. Union by Federal 
Union has also not been tried out, 
but it has been tried out in the 
United States. It has worked and 
produced the most united people 
on earth, and working in the 
United States, I don’t see why we 


~because it is a universal princip 


couldn’t apply it to the church¢ 


applied politically to our situatio 
but it could be applied to t 
churches. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. 
Douglass, did you say you hay} 
another question to ask Dr. Jones| 

Dr. Douglass: I would ju 
like to ask whether Dr. Jond 
doesn’t feel that he may be presy 
ing this analogy to the Govert| 
ment a little too far. | 


The esset| 
tial thing about the arrangemet| 
between federal authority ary 
state authority is that it folly 
geographical lines. I think the 
there may be some question nb 
as to whether the states represei| 
reasonable lines, and wheth# 
many of our national problem 
couldn’t be better solved with}| 
regional areas. | 

Now, if Dr. Jones had so 
plan for moving all the Meth} 
dist to Iowa, and all the Baptis} 


that it might be possible. But 
place where our disunity beco 
most visible is not in these 
nominational organizations | 
down in Smith’s Corners. It is tl] 
Methodist Church on one side | 
the street and the Congregation} 
Church on the other side, or wha 


the passerby wonder how mat 
different kinds of religion are 
ing represented by the church 

that community. 


Mr. Denny: Do you want to take 
that, Dr. Jones? 

Dr. Jones: Dr. Douglass says 
that these two are not on a par. 
In the Federal Union of the 
United States, there is a geo- 
graphical entity. In the Federal 
‘Union of the churches, it is a de- 
nominational entity. Therefore, 
they do not stand on the same 
basis. 

: Look at it a little closer and you 
will find that they do. In the 
Federal Union of the United 
States, the authority rests with the 
jpeople. When we sat down to 
make the Constitution, we said, 
“We, the people of the United 
States, do hereby ordain and 
establish this Constitution.” We 
didn’t say, “We, the States.” 

| The Federal Union has relation- 
ships not with the states, primarily, 
but with the people of the states. 
The people delegate sufficient sov- 
ereignty to the state for purposes 
of representation and administra- 
tion and then give the final sov- 
eteignty to the union. 

In the same way, this could be 
a union of the people. Sovereignty 
would lie with the people in the 
churches. We would give a part 
of it to the branch, but we would 
Give the rest of the sovereignty to 
the union, but it would rest with 
the people. In both cases it’s a 
union of the people. And, there- 
fore, the likeness is a real likeness 
and the union would be a union 
of the people, primarily, but dele- 
gating sufficient sovereignty to the 


branch which would be a conveni- 
ent entity under the one church. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, Dr. 
Jones. Now while we get ready 
for our question period, I am sure 
that you, our listeners, will be in- 
terested in the following message. 

Announcer: You are listening 
to the 537th broadcast of Amer- 
ica’s Town Meeting originating to- 
night in Town Hall, New York. 
We are discussing the question, 
“Is a United Protestant Church 
Possible Now?” We arte about to 
take questions from the audience. 

For your convenience, Town 
Hall prints each week a complete 
text of each Town Meeting, in- 
cluding the questions and answers 
to follow in the Town Meeting 
Bulletin. Copies of tonight’s pro- 
gram, as well as past and future 
programs, may be secured by writ- 
ing to Town Hall, New York 18, 
N. Y., enclosing 10c to cover the 
cost of printing and mailing. You 
should allow at least two weeks 
for delivery. 

If you would like to subscribe 
to the Bulletin for six months, en- 
close $2.35, or for a year send 
$4.50. Or, if you would like a 
trial subscription, enclose $1.00 
for eleven. issues. 

If you are a high school student 
or teacher, it is not too early to 
inquire about the special Junior 
Town Meeting which is to take 
place here in Town Hall, New 
York, on March 22nd on the sub- 
ject, “What Does Democracy 
Really Mean?” 


In cooperation with the weekly 
newsmagazine, Our Times, pub- 
lished by the American Education 
Press, which also publishes our 
Town Meeting Bulletin, we are 
engaged in a talent search for four 
high school students to participate 
in this broadcast. One will be 


‘selected from the New York City 


QUESTIONS, PLEASEI 


Mr. Denny: Now we're ready 
to start the question period, and 
I'm going to start with my favorite 
color, the lady in the red hat. 

Lady: Dr. Maier, what is true 
historical Protestantism? 

Dr. Maier: In 1529, a group of 
believers protested against certain 
ordinances that were made. This 
was at Speyer and at that time they 
received the name _ Protestant. 
From that time it comes to mean 
those who, in practical language, 
believe in the inspiration of Scrip- 
ture and in the atonement of the 
Lord Jesus Christ. Those were the 
issues involved at that time. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, now the 
gentleman on the front row here. 

Man: Dt. Jones, if rules obliga- 
tory upon all members are to be 
made, how can a hierarchy be pre- 
vented? If rules are not obliga- 
tory, how shall this be represen- 
tative? 


Mr. Denny: It sounds like a 
lawyer’s question, but he’s a 
preacher. 


Dr. Jones: Our friend says how 
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schools, three will come fron 
other communities throughout 
country. High School students anyj 
where in the United States a 
eligible. For full particulars, send 
your inquiry to Town Halli, Ney 
York 18, New York. 
Now for our question period 
we return you to Mr. Denny. 


can you have a union without || 
hierarchy? Under amalgamatioj 
it would be difficult to keep fror| 
having an over-arching hierarchy 
Under Federal Union, you wo 
have the checks, because a gooj 
deal of authority remains baq 
within the branches. That woul] 
keep it from being a hierarch} 
and, therefore, pontifical. | 

We believe, therefore, that Fec 
eral Union, with some of the soy 
eteignty remaining back wit 
the branches would be a ched 
against a big hierarchy being pr¢ 
duced. The rules would be 
rules adopted by the people f 
themselves in the General Assen 
bly of the Church of Christ 
America, but it would be the pe¢ 
ple giving rules to themselves, be 
cause the General Assembly woul 
be themselves writ large—not a 
extraneous body, but themselv¢ 
writ large. 

Therefore, it would be a sell 
discipline placed upon the peop! 
by themselves through their elec 
ed representatives. You coul 


therefore, have rules but self-given 
rules and it would keep you from 
having a hierarchy in Federal 
Union. 

_ Mr. Denny: Thank you. I think 
“you’ve got Dr. Maier on his feet 
here. 

Dr. Maier: I just want to say, 
Dr. Jones, in your pamphlet you’ve 
asked the question, “What’s going 
to keep this from becoming a 
spiritual tyranny?” and you said 
the people. (Laughter and ap- 
plause.) 

Mr. Denny: All right, thank 
-you. Yes, Dr. Jones. 

_ Dr. Jones: Of course, the people, 
for it’s a union of the people but 
they elect their representatives, and 
if they don’t represent them, the 
_ people call them back. (Applause.) 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. The 

lady in the blue dress, please. 
_ Lady: Dr. Douglass, will you 
please elaborate on your statement 
that church union is more ad- 
vanced on the foreign field than at 
“home, and why is that? 

Dr. Douglass: 1 think the reason 
is very simple—that disunity can- 
not be afforded on the foreign 
field. Even American Protestants 
have had sense enough to recog- 
nize that as they have planned 
their work overseas, so that, for 
example, in the education of the 
ministry, in theological education, 
there is scarcely a first- ate semi- 
naty for theological education 
Overseas that is not a union semi- 
nary. All the nominations or 
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many denominations have gone to- 
gether to provide that. 

The reason why it is possible 
overseas and why we're having 
more difficulty with it here is the 
one which I suggested, that as the 
church confronts a pagan or non- 
Christian or neutral society it sees 
that it must have some consolida- 
tion of forces. Here, we are still 
somewhat immature in our facing 
of the real crisis which our Chris- 
tian civilization confronts, and it 
seems to me that that is the ele- 
ment to which Dr. Jones and Gov- 
ernor Youngdahl do not give suf- 
ficient weight when they estimate 
the possibility of a complete com- 
ing together of major groups with- 
in Protestantism now. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. The 
gentleman on the other aisle. 

Man: Dr. Maier. Is it possible 
for us to have union among church 
bodies whose doctrinal bases differ 
radically and still have unity of 
teaching and practice? 

Dr. Maier: Absolutely impossi- 
ble. (Applause.) 

Mr. Denny: The young lady in 
the brown hat. That’s right, or is 
it a black hat? 

Lady: It’s blue. (Laughter.) 

Moderator Denny: Oh, it’s blue. 
Tm sorry. 

Lady: Dr. Jones. How can Prot- 
estants worship together when 
some believe in the Divinity of 
Christ, in the Immaculate Concep- 
tion and Resurrection, and some 
believe that Christ was a man 
preaching a social gospel? 


SESS 
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Dr. Jones: We have stated that 
we would make as the basis of the 
union, under Federal Union, the 
simple thing that Jesus made when 
Peter made the great confession, 
“Thou are the Christ, the Son of 
the Living God,” and Jesus said, 
“On this rock I will build my 
church.” 

We have said, then, that any 
group that will make that confes- 
sion—that Jesus is the Christ, the 
Son of the Living God—we’'d say 
they are “on the Rock.” 

We would take them at their 
word that they believe what they 
say, that Jesus is the Christ, the 
Son of the Living God, and not 
merely a human person as you 
suggest. The human person 
couldn’t come into a Christian 
church such as we ate envisioning 
because we believe that Jesus was 
the Divine Son of God and He 
founded the Christian church upon 
that confession. 

Mr. Denny: The young lady 
looks as if she’s not satisfied. Are 
you satisfied with that answer? 

Lady: It would take too long to 
go into. That will do, thank you. 

Mr. Denny: Dr. Maier wants to 
take up the cudgels for you there. 

Dr. Maier: Well, if the little 
lady is not satisfied, she’s right. 
We're dealing with the immortal 
souls of men and women. Now, 
Dr. Jones knows, and these other 
men on the platform know, that 
that passage has been turned and 
twisted so that the very Diety of 
the Lord Jesus Christ, even, has 
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been read out of it. We've got i 
have a clear cut statement on thil 
thing, and we’ve got to emphasiza 
as I’ve said, not only that Chris 
is the Son of God, but that He i} 
the Saviour of the world and th 
only Saviour. (Applause.) 
Mr. Denny: Thank you. 
gentleman on the aisle, please. 
Man: Governor Youngdah 
What is the probability of Proteg| 
tant Union in the United State 
going further than in Canada? 
Governor Y oungdahl: Well, sii} 
I don’t know that I would lik 
to make a comparison with ou 
Canadian brethren, but I wou 
think that in these United State} 
with our great tradition and his 
tory behind us of the federg 
union, we ought to go muda 
farther than the people in Canadj 
We have the tradition and back 
ground to go much farther; 
have the experience. I don’t kno 
that I’d care to make any co 
parison as to what the situation 
Mr. Denny: Governor, how f¢ 
have the people in Canada gone 
Maybe the people in the Unite 
States don’t know how far they’y 
gone. 
Governor 


Youngdahl: 
now, Dr. Jones, you've been y 
in Canada recently and gotten | 
recent picture of the progress mad 
in Canada on this very propos: 
tion. Mavbe you can give us sont 
up-to-dat dope on this. | 

Dr. Joi 2s: They’ve gone a lo } 
ways, and they are grateful. T} 
non-Episcopal bodies have con 


We 


( together and have united in the 
| United Church of Canada, and 
| we are grateful. But, now they 
feel that they've got to have a 
principle, an overarching principle 
that would bring together the non- 
episcopy ordained and the epis- 
copy ordained. 

In other words, if they’re go- 
-ing to have church union in Can- 
ada, it’s got to be by Federal 
) Union because union by amalga- 
mation has gone as far as it could 
go. But the Anglican church is 
‘out of it, the Baptists are out of 
it, part of the Presbyterians are 
‘out of it, and others are out of 
it. Now, you’ve got to have some 
overarching principle that would 
bring them together beyond amal- 
| gamation, and the federal principle 
is the only one that I see which 
could bring them together. (Ap- 
_ plause.) 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. The 
gentleman over on this aisle, 
please. 
~ Man; A question for Dr. Maier. 
Dr. Jones mentioned a poll of 
50,000 people. A recent issue of 
the Saturday Evening Post said 
that you had received 5,000,000 
letters. What do the letters tell 
you about Protestant union, Dr. 
Maier? 

Dr. Maier: They tell me that the 
call in Protestantism is back to the 
Bible, back to the Cross of the 
Lord, Jesus Christ. That’s the 
popular vote in Protestantism to- 
day. That’s not a pollster’s vote, 
either. (Applause.) 
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Mr. Denny: Thank you. The 
gentleman right down here. 

Man: Dr. Jones, I’d like to ask, 
on Federal Union basis how would 
you provide for foreign mission 
boards and the other organizations 
which carry on the work of the 
church? 

Dr. Jones: We would have a 
board of strategy mapping out a 
world strategy for missions, then 
assigning to the branches particu- 
lar phases of that strategy, fulfill- 
ing it. Then where the branches 
couldn’t fill it in, the church as a 
whole filling it in. 

In other words, the branches 
would fulfill the part that they’re 
doing now, plus a part of the total 
strategy. In other words, we would 
have a church planning a total 
impact upon the world instead of 
256 separate denominations plan- 
ning an impact upon the world. 
We would have a world strategy 
for missions at home and abroad, 
assigning differentiated portions to 
the branches of the union. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. [’m 
going to ask a question at this time 
of Dr. Maier, because he looks 
like maybe he can answer it. Dr. 
Maier, I think a lot of people want 
to know the answer to this. There 
are 250 different denominations. 
What is the main thing that is 
keeping them apart? 

Dr. Maier: The main thing is 
difference in doctrine—doctrine in 
regard to some of the essentials 
of scripture. There are two groups 
—the Lutheran group and the Cal- 


ie anni nin i i A ne 


acd 


tenis easier —r —— 


vinist group, the Episcopal group 
and the un-Episcopal group. The 
touchstone in the division is the 
question as to how they stand on 
scripture and how they stand on 
the atonement of Christ. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. Dr. 
Douglass has a comment on that 
question. I thought maybe I could 
get two or three on that. 

Dr. Douglass: 1 think that state- 
ment ought not to go unchallenged 
because I do not believe for a 
moment that the principal thing 
which is holding Christian people 
apart lies in the doctrinal area, be- 
cause I know how many varieties 
of doctrine are found within the 
same denominational household. 

I’ve heard Dr. Maier express 
some nostalgia for the early 
church, its unity and its spiritual 
vigor. Yet I wonder how he ac- 
counts for the fact that the two 
primary requirements which he 
would make for the unity of the 
church were not met by the early 
church. One was doctrinal uni- 
formity, and the other was belief 
in the inerrancy of the scripture. 

The early church, if one reads 
the records, was filled with dis- 
cussions of doctrine which repre- 
sented many different points of 
view—discussions and controver- 
sies. As for the inerrancy of scrip- 
ture, during the first century not 
all of the scripture was yet written. 
So, one could hardly hold to the 
view of the inerrancy of something 
that didn’t yet exist. Yet one can- 
not read the story of the early 
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church without feeling the throb 
of this tremendous unity—thii 
sense of oneness. | 

It was not a new doctrine or ‘| 
uniformity of doctrine that crej 
ated that but a new light whi | 
was in the world. That is vl 


together—the response to this new 
light. (Applause.) | 

Mr. Denny: Thank you. Dn 
Maier back again. | 

Dr. Maier: We have got to co | 
rect that. The scripture say? 
plainly in the Book of Acts, ‘They 
were all of one mind and in on¢| 
spirit.” When doctrinal divisio | 
arose, when Peter began to preach 
something that wasn’t gospel, Pauy 
got after him, and he straighteneq 
that out, and he didn’t have any 
Federal Union or any organi¢ 
union, he went after that. (Apj 
plause.) | 

Mr. Denny: Too bad we haven’) 
got somebody to straighten it ou 


red dress and the black hat. 
Lady: Dr. Jones. Jesus men 
tioned church three times; he meni 
tioned Kingdom 34 times in Naza 
reth. Why not proceed with thi 
business of the Kingdom and stog 
quibbling about churches. (Api 
plause.) 
Dr. Jones: I’m grateful that o 
sister has brought out that qu 
tion. If she knows me, she know 
that my great emphasis has bees 
upon the Kingdom—God’s totali 


tarian order. I believe the church 
is a relative order under that to- 
_talitarian order. I believe that the 
Kingdom is God’s answer to man’s 
total need. To the degree that the 
church represents the Kingdom, 
I’m for the church. But the King- 
dom judges the church and the 
Kingdom and the church are not 
synonymous, therefore, I want the 
church to move up to be more 
like the Kingdom, and, therefore, 
I want to do away with some of 
‘its divisions, and some of the 
- over-all things that keep us 
apart. For I believe that the King- 
dom would mean a world unity and 
a coming together of the world. 
' That’s one of the reasons why I’m 
for a union of the churches because 
/ it would bring us nearer to the 
Kingdom. The Kingdom is the ab- 
solute order, the church is the rela- 
tive. 
_ Mr. Denny: Thank you. 
_ Maier has a comment. 
Dr. Maier: Let this meeting 
“not adjourn tonight without one 
protest against calling God’s rule 
totalitarian. (Applause.) Let’s also 
observe this: I went over to Ger- 
| many for the Government last 
» year. They had church union over 
| there; they pushed them together. 
I want to testify tonight that if 
| the churches had stayed separate 
over there and had not become 
J ensnared with a compromise that 
> has always followed such church 
‘union Hitler might never have 
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arisen. 
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Mr. Denny: Thank you. Dr. 
Jones? 

Dr. Jones: I believe the King- 
dom of God is a totalitarianism, 
laying a total demand upon the 
total life, but it is a totalitarianism 
which, when you obey it, you find 
total freedom. (Applause.) 

Mr. Denny: The lady on the 
aisle, please. 

Lady: Dr. Douglass. Under a 
united church, would the individ- 
ual church member feel more or 
less responsible to support a united 
missionary effort? 

Dr. Douglass: I think there 
would be a greater degree of re- 
sponsibility on the individual mem- 
ber, because he could give his alle- 
giance to this outreach of the 
church through its missionary en- 
terprise without the reservations, 
which I think all of us must feel 
who are sensitive to the breaking 
of the unity of the church involved 
in denominationalism. It is our 
inability to give ourselves whole- 
heartedly to the upbuilding of the 
Christian community and its ex- 
tension, because it is divided de- 
nominationally, that makes some 
reservation, it seems to me, in the 
support of the individual and some 
lack of absolute responsibility. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, now I 
wish there were time for more 
questions, but while our speakers 
prepare their summaries of to- 
night’s question, here is a special 
message of interest to you. 

Announcer:. We would like to 
take just a moment to tell you 


how you can make this Christmas 
happier for some hungry, home- 
less child. Your contribution to 
the United Nations International 
Children’s Emergency Fund will 
buy food and clothing to aid the 
thirty million children of Europe. 

Just one dollar will provide ten 
children with a glass of milk a day 
for one week. One dollar will 
buy enough leather to make a pair 
of children’s shoes; enough raw 
wool to make cloth for a child’s 
coat. For example, you pay for 
the raw cotton, wool, or leather; 
the cost of converting the material 
into clothing and shoes is borne 
by the government of the receiv- 
ing country, and it amounts to 
much more than your contribu- 
tion. In this way, twice as many 
youngsters have warm wool jack- 
ets, sturdy shoes, and the food 
they need. 

Please send your contribution to 
the United Nations Children’s 
Fund, 405 East 42nd Street, New 
York City. 

Now for the summaries of to- 
night’s discussion, here is Mr. 
Denny. 

Mr. Denny: Now, here is Dr. 
Walter Maier. 

Dr. Maier: Before we can hope 
for a Protestant reunion, we must 
have reformation. We need the 
spirit of Martin Luther, not the 
concession of compromise. Amer- 
ican Protestantism can go forward 
to greater unity only if it’s ready 
to go back all the way to the Bible, 
and rededicate itself wholly to the 


full, free, and final gospel o 
Jesus Christ. Pray, talk, and wor! 
for that 100 per cent loyalty te 
Christ. (Applause.) 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, 
Maier. Now a final word from 
Governor Youngdahl. 

Governor Youngdabl: In thi 
critical hour of history, we mus} 
have a Christianity that works and 
is applied in the hearts of men. Ij 
is not enough that we merely giv 
lip-service to Christianity; we Baa 
got to be willing to pay the prict 
for it. Young people are asking} 

Why aren’t adults abl 


“Why ? 
to get along with each other? Why 
has there got to be so much d 
vision among our churches?” 

In our Protestant church, we ard 
not making Christianity work, u | 
less we unite. The Federal Uniodj 
idea provides a practical and work} 
able plan under which we can havy 
a united church now. Our peopl 
will support it because it will gi 
us a united church and still ped} 
mit local self-government in each} 
denomination. 

The Federal Union plan has hail 
eminent success in our Nationa} 
Government. It will work, too, ii 
bringing order out of chaos in t | 
Protestant churches. 1) 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, Gove} 
nor Youngdahl. Now Dr. Trujj 
man Douglass. | 

Dr. Douglass: 1 believe, Mil 
Moderator, the Protestant churchd| 
can unite and that despite certail] 
differences of opinion that haw 
emerged tonight, because I do nq 
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believe that in the Christian church 
difference of opinion is going to 
make or break the unity of the 
church. Some of the churches have 
discovered that they can work to- 


' gether in many enterprises and 
_ they now believe that they can live 


* together in one household. 


oye 


I be- 
lieve they’re ready to do this with- 


out pausing on the intermediate 


step of Federal Union. 

The new factor in this situation 
is the church’s new sense of the 
urgency of the time. In the crisis 


-of this hour, and in the church’s 


own helplessness, it has become 


our Lord that they all may be 
one. (Applause.) 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, Dr. Tru- 
man Douglass. Now a final word 


from Dr. Stanley Jones. 


Dr, Jones: This set-up here to- 


night illustrates the church situ- 
ation in regard to union. - Dr. 


- uniformity 
union. 


Maier stands alone, insisting on 
of doctrine before 
If you insist on unity of 
doctrine, you will split every 
church in this country in the name 
of union. 

Dr. Douglass stands alone in- 
sisting on uniformity of organiza- 
tion and ordination before union. 
If you insist on that, again you 
will split every denomination in 
this country in the name of union. 

Only Governor Youngdahl and 
I stand together—he, a Lutheran, 


newly attentive to the prayer of, 
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and I, a Methodist. We stand to- 
gether, for we believe in a union 
of diversity—Federal Union. 

Mr. Denny: Thank you, Dr. 
Jones, Dr. Douglass, Dr. Young- 
dahl, and Dr. Maier. Now, friends, 
what do you think about this 
subject tonight? Your thoughtful 
responses to this discussion should 
make a very interesting magazine 
article, so send your replies to us 
here at Town Hall, and we'll let 
the speakers know what you think. 

I'd like to remind you that you 
can secure a copy of tonight’s pro- 
gram by sending for our Town 
Meeting Bulletin, enclosing 10 
cents to cover the cost of printing 
and mailing to Town Hall, New 
York 18, New York. 

Next week, December 14, we'll 
discuss the question, “What Does. 
the Crisis in China Mean to Us?” 
Our speakers will be Senator 
Owen Brewster, Republican, of 
Maine; former Senator D. Worth 
Clark, Democrat of Idaho, who 
has just returned from China; 
Admiral Ellis M. Zacharias, U.S. 
Navy, Retired, and an expert on 
the Far East; and Mr. John K. 
Fairbank of Harvard University. 

The following week from Battle 
Creek, Michigan, we’ll discuss the 
question, “What Should We Do 
To Win the Cold War With 
Russia?” So plan to be with us 
next Tuesday and every Tuesday 
at the sound of the crier’s bell. 


(A pplause.) 


Concerning Town Hal 


WHEN NEXT YOU COME TO NEW YORK : | 
VISIT FAMOUS TOWN HAL 


This internationally-known sign hangs in front of one of, 
the landmarks of New York—a handsome Georgian-style 
building designed by the great architectural firm of McKim, 
Mead and White. Half a block from Times Square, hea 
of the theatre district, Town Hall is within walking distan 
of most leading hotels and shops. All subways are nearby 
and taxi-drivers need only to be told, “Town Hall!” 


AMERICA’S TOWN MEETING—now regularly on Televisio: 

(as well as Radio)—originates from Town Hall on Tuesday nights 
throughout the winter season. (During the sunny half of the year 
as many of you know, it travels the length and breadth of the Unit 
States.) Tickets to Broadcast-Telecasts are free. Stop in or, bette 
still, write in advance. 


f— MUSIC—More musical events are held annually in Town Hal 

than in any other concert hall in the world. Such musical grea 
as Lotte Lehmann, Yehudi and Hepzibah Menuhin, Marian Anderson. 
Aksel Schiotz and Nelson Eddy have made their American recital debu 
here. When planning a trip to New York write for the monthl 
Calendar of Events. 


LECTURES—Town Hall’s world-famous Morning Lectures, no 
in their 55th season, run from November through April. Leade 
of thought and opinion are heard Mondays, Wednesdays and Saturday; 
at 11. Although sold by subscription months in advance, a few singl¢ 
admissions are almost always available. 


FOR INFORMATION IN CONNECTION WITH YOUR VISI 
TO NEW YORK, WRITE: PUBLIC RELATIONS DIRECTO 
TOWN HALL, NEW YORK 18, N.Y. LUxemburg 2-2424, 
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